keep out materialism ? If war is a sign of the materialism
of the west, wars have not been unknown in the East either*
"War is bad both for the East and the West; it is not indigen-
ous and therefore good for the West; it is not foreign and
therefore bad for the east. War is just war anywhere and
not good for any people, except perhaps those who profit by
it. There is no objective warrant for the off repeated con-
trast between the spiritual east and the materialistic west;
both attitudes are found everywhere, and nobody knows in
what proportions. In any event, an individual may like or
dislike war, or materialism or spiritualism. Such individuals
may form a group with that trait in common, but that group
will not coincide with either the East or West.

When Sir Radhakrishnan says that the East is "spiritual*
and the West is ^intellectual" it is difficult to accept or reject
the thesis. There are spiritual and intellectual individuals
everywhere, in every place and in all times, but there seems
to be no objective warrant for the generalisation that the
East, consisting of millions of individuals, is spiritual, and
the West, consisting of millions of individuals, is intellectual*
In any event, if the spiritual is characteristic of the east, it
cannot diffuse to the west for if it did, it will cease to be
eastern but become universal Diffusion is possible only to
a universal trait, and not to an exclusive one. What is
"mine" cannot become "yours" unless it can be "ours."

There, thus seems to be no validity to the concept, now
accepted almost as an axiom, that there is something like an.
Eastern civilization, with its culture area, Asia, with a
culture-pattern, shared by all the Asiatics and peculiar to
them only, and distinguished from the Western civilization,
with its own culture area, and its culture-pattern, shared by
all the westerners and exclusively by them during the his-
toric period. The whole concept breaks down when exa-
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